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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 31 October 2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 3 1 October 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. An analysis of the arguments is provided below. 

3. Applicant's sole argument is that Hartsell in view of Carlson teaches differentiated 
service and configuration service policy, but does not expressly disclose configuration of 
selected components (P. 11). 

4. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., particular 
definition of configuration) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The applicant 
is reminded that examiner is to analyze the claims according to their broadest reasonable 
interpretation according to the knowledge and common sense of one of ordinary skill in the art. 
In the particular case, the amendments do nothing to differentiate from resource management and 
configuration systems nor to narrow the structure or functionality of the system. In particular, 
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deterministic information management includes the configuring of selected components (Paras. 
181-201). 

5. Even in the case of a narrower amendment, Hartsell teaches the usage of modeling and 
simulation systems (Paras. 38-45) in a SAN environment (Paras. 51-55) including health 
monitoring, predictive performance and capacity planning (Paras. 94-99, 124) on the basis of 
data related to the SAN (Paras. 164-171) and based on the selected boxes (Paras. 259 - 262, 
304). 

6. Therefore, the rejection is maintained for the reasons above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hartsell et al. 
(2002/0065864) in view of Carlson et al. (7,133,907). 

9. For claims 1, 9, Hartsell teaches a method and system f( abstract) or determining a 
configuration for a target data storage system (Paras. 1-38) based on input related to a source 
data storage system including one or more data storage systems (Paras. 43, 62, 67), the method 
comprising includes the steps of: 

a. receiving, from a user interface, identifiers of one or more source data storage 
systems, wherein each of the one or more data storage systems comprise a plurality of 
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components, the plurality of components comprising a data storage device (Paras. 94- 
108); 

b. receiving utilization or response time data related to the one or more source data 
storage systems, wherein the utilization or response time data comprises utilization or 
response time for at least one of the plurality of components (Paras. 209-223); 

c. receiving performance characteristics of work performed on the one or more 
source data storage systems, wherein the performance characteristics of work performed 
comprises performance characteristics of work performed for at least one of the plurality 
of components (Paras. 180-226); and 

d. determining and displaying a configuration of the selected components for the 
target data storage system based on user inputs and the performance characteristics 
(Paras. 94-108). 

10. For claims 2, 10, Hartsell further teaches that determining the configuration of the target 
data storage system includes determining the configuration of components of the target data 
storage system (Paras. 94-108). 

11. For claims 1, 2, 9, and 10, Hartsell does not expressly disclose a user interface for 
allowing a user to select and reselect a number of boxes to be included in a target data storage 
system, wherein the change in boxes results in a change of configuration. Carlson teaches a 
method and system (abstract) of configuring a storage area network (col. 1, line 1 - col. 4, line 
25; col. 21, line 30 - col. 22, line 15) that further teaches this limitation (Figs. 4-14). At the time 
the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have added Carlson to Hartsell in 
order to better handle the complex system (col. 2, lines 5-35). 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,644 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2445 

12. For claims 3,6, 11, 14, Hartsell teaches that determining the configuration of components 
of the target data storage system is used for load balancing the performance of the target data 
storage system (Paras. 180-226, especially 209-223). 

13. For claims 4, 7, 12, 15, Hartsell teaches that determining the configuration of components 
of the target data storage system is used for determining the storage capacity of the target data 
storage system (Paras. 180-226, especially 209-223). 

14. For claims 5, 8, 13, 16, Hartsell teaches that determining the configuration of components 
of the target data storage system is used for at least partially optimizing performance of the target 
data storage system (Paras. 180-226, especially 209-223). 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MELVIN H. POLLACK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3887. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571) 272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Melvin H Pollack/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2445 
02 January 2008 



